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REMARKS 

addressed below. ( ^ ** ° f ' heSe re J^ » 

!) The Claims Are Definite 

fiplftnH f , examiner in the poor cases noted that the 
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and a "first oligonucleoUde In^e^^d s meth »'i V*** °"«°Me» 
the "firs! oligonucleotide" of the insraTt ™ ' I ^ ""SO^Ieotide", like 
polynucleotide and degraded bv TlT T' '^"^ <° * 'arget 
(see, for example, colf^^tZffZ™ T'^ ' abded 
oligonucleotide" (equivalent to Ann CT emp,oys a " fira 

such that its 3'-eZ ad'e X f 5 end ^ 

23-47). Gelfand's oligonuclldef and tartfnS lab f W ^""^tide (col 2, lines 
under "hybridization condition ^ condifcn?!^^ "''^ ^ inCUbated ,0 « elher 
probes to the single nucletc ^^^^^^.^ "* 
his process " ls especially suited for analvL of „, T \ 6 Gelfand states that 
lines 48-49), Gelfand suggests that Ms ™L/ ? ^ ^P'" 55 " by PCR " M 2. 
of amplification (col 7 lines 40 52) How r^f" be perf0rmed in *<= ab «>ce 
emp-oying in Us^Zt^, c^tiZ' t Tt "* te * h " SU ^ st 
and under which oligo„ucleoM7fr„ -e o„t 7 eqUihbriUm fa eStaWished 
mstant claims 64-83. Furthermore SI„T COnt,nusou| y Placed, as required by 
first oligonucleotide ^■Ts-'^'JiV *"? " SUggeSt em " loyi »S a 
polynucleotide, as requiJby c.aLs 64 8 " . ' " ^ '° 

in v,ew of the above, App , 1C a„ ts respectfilUy ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
CONCLUSION 

Applicants submit that the case is in condition for an Interference to be declared 
between the present application and U.S. Patents 6,1,0,677 and 6 ,2, 001 If aT 
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